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This Is a oommunicatlon from the examiner In charge of your application. 
COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 

OFFICE ACTION SUMMARY 

Q^^sponslvo to communlcallon(8) filed on . 

□ This action is FINAL 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for forntal matters, prosecution as to the merits Is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Bx parte Quayte, 1 935 D.C. 1 1 ; 453 O.G. 213. 

A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire ^ month(8), or thirty days, 

whichever is longer, from the malting date of this communication. Failure to respond within the period for response will cause 
the application to become abandoned. (35 U.S.C. § 133). Extensions of time may be obtained under the provisions of 37 CFR 
1.136(a). 

Disposition of Claims 

Clalm(s) ^ ^ : ^are pending in the application. 

Of the above. clalm(8) ^ ^ ^ i^are withdrawn from consideration. 



□ Clalm(s) ^ Is/are allowed. 

0^ Clalm(s) V-^ 11 _^are rejected. 

□ Claim(8) Is/are objected to. 

□ Claims are subject to restriction or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review. PTO-948. v. 

S^The drawing(s) filed on ^•'-^^^ ' •Q*^ V\ ^v^y. to /am ob | i ie tt iri tft h y t h i% rM n W 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is □ approved □ disapproved. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration Is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

□ Acloiowledgement Is made of a clairrt for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d). 

□ All □ Some* □ None . of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been • 

□ received. • 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) , . 

□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 

•Certified copies not received: ; . 

□ Aclcnowledgement Is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(e). 
Attachment(s) 

CB^Notice of Reference Cited, PTO-892 

CB^nformation Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449. Paper No(s). H^<XsA^^ 

□ Interview Summary, PTOSIS 

□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 i 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-1 52 

- SEE OFFICE ACTION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGES - 

PTOL<32e(R«v. 1(V95) ♦ OAGPO: lfl»ft-4i0-23y£ 
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1. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Re base claim 1, no guide element structure and no feed table structure have 
been set forth; further, it is not understood how the guide element structurally guides the 
sheets; moreover, it is not understood where the "height-adjusting device" is structurally 
located on each of its ends, it is not understood what motion(s) the guide element 
describes, and it is not understood what the first drive and second drive are structurally 
comprised of, where they are structurally located and what each drive controls. Re 
claim 2, it is not understood how the drives can be coupled to each other and yet be 
operated independently in base claim 1 . Re claim 4, it is not understood how the piston 
rod structurally interacts with the guide and it is not understood where the second end is 
structurally located. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
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not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. Claims 1-4, 16 & 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hess et al (,004). 

Hess et al disclose article 6, guide element 12 (having a roller 29 on a bottom 
end thereof) that is height-adjustable by independently actuated first drive means 13 
and second drive means 14 that are coupled together (at least Figs. 1 and la). It would 
have been obvious to have conventionally handled sheets in association with a 
conventional printing machine, if desired. Re claim 4, note that guides 20 and 21 are in 
supports 22 and 23 and that the piston rod interacts with the guides by means of 
member 17. 

5. Applicants are required under 37 CFR(a){3)(i) to provide a translation of the 
Applicants' cited foreign patents in order to complete the record. 

6. Claims 20-22 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable generic or 
linking claim. Election was made without traverse in Paper No. 12. 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to F. E. Werner at 
telephone number (703) 308-1 140. 
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Summary: 

Claims 1-19 are rejected. 
Claims 20-22 are withdrawn. 
Rejection - SSP 3 mos. 

Wemer/kl 
December 4, 2002 



